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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the communication received on November 2, 2005. 
Claims 1-68 are being considered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks pages 2-3. filed April 21 , 2006. with respect 
to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-68 under Slaughter et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,917.976) in 
view of Pan et al. (U.S. Patent 6,775,701) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Slaughter et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,917,976) in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent 6,088.451). 

The claims are allowable over the prior art of record, and the claims would be 
deemed allowable upon the filing of a Terminal Disclaimer since the only pending 
rejection is the Double Patenting rejection given below. 

Double Patenting 



3. Claims 1-68 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-104 of U.S. Patent No. 
6.917,976 in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088.451). Claim 1-104 of the 
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6,917,976 patent disclose the same method as the claims in the present application. 
The 6,917,976 patent discloses receiving a request from a client to a service in a data 
representation language (e.g. XML) referencing a resource, and specifies a first 
requested lease period, which is then granted by the service. This lease can be 
renewed, or cancelled by the client by sending a lease renewal or cancellation message 
to the service. The application and the patent claim these features in an identical 
manner. The obviousness type rejection is used for the new limitations of the client 
obtaining a credential and using that credential in the service request message for 
authentication to reserve the resource. This obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection is given below. 

4. Claims 1,25, 37, 45, 54, and 61 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable overclaim 1 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,91 7,976 in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 ). Claim 1 of 6,91 7,976 
discloses all the limitations of pending claim 1 including sending a service request 
message in a data representation language referencing a resource and specifies a first 
requested lease period, and said service granting access to said resource. The claims 
only differ in the limitations of the "client obtaining a credential for allowing said client to 
lease access to a resource provided by a service" and "including the credential in a 
specified lease period" and "examining said credential included in said service request 
message to determine if the credential is authentic" and "granting or not granting access 
depending on if the credential is authentic or not authentic." He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
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6.088,451 ) teaches the above limitations. He teaches a system of checking credentials 
to determine access to network resources (column 9 lines 19-24). The authentication is 
performed by using the credential present in the resource request (column 9 lines 47- 
61), and based on the comparison of the credential in the access serv^er, a 
determination is made of whether or not to grant access to the resource (column 13 
lines 44-60). Using credentials is well-known in the art to provide authentication and 
repudiation of users. He states that the use of credentials would provide "actual user 
access to network resources and information" (column 9 lines 26-28). Furthermore, He 
states that this "prevents authenticated users from accessing network resources and 
information they are not supposed to and from abusing the right to access those they 
are allowed to" (column 9 lines 30-36). In the system of Slaughter (U.S. Patent No. 
6,917,976), it would have been obvious to use a credential to insure that the user that is 
requesting network resources is authorized to do resen/e such resources. 

5. Claims 2,28, 38, 47, 57, and 62 are rejected by claim 2 of the U.S. 6,917,976 in 
view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 ). 

Claim 2 of the 6,917,976 teaches "sending a service request response message in said 
data representation language advising said client of said first granted lease period, 
wherein said service response message includes said credential. The combination of 
He to add a credential to the system of U.S. 6,917,976 was given above in rejecting 
claim 1 , and claims 2,28,38,47, 57, and 62 are rejected following the same reasoning. 
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6. Claims 3, 4,31 .49,and 64 are rejected by claim 4 of the U.S. 6,91 7,976 in view of 
He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6.088,451). 

Claim 4 is identical to the claims listed above except for the limitation "examining said 
credential." This credential is disclosed by He, and the statement for the reasoning of 
combination is given above in rejecting claims 1,25, 37, 45, 54, and 61. 

7. Claim 5-7. 29,39, and 46 are rejected by claim 1 of the U.S. 6.917.976 in view of 
He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 1 teaches the step of "the client receiving the service response message" but 
does no teach the step of "examining the credential." He teaches this step (column 13 
lines 55-61 ), and the statement for the reasoning of combination is given above in 
rejecting claims 1,25, 37, 45, 54, and 61. 

8. Claims 8-12, 32-33, 40-41, 50, 55-56, and 65 are rejected by claim 5 of the U.S. 
Patent 6,917,976 in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 5 (U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976) is identical to the above claims in that it discloses 
the sending a "lease renewal message referencing said resource." However, the 
6,917,976 reference does not disclose examining, authenticating, and granting access if 
the credential is valid. However, He teaches sending a credential with each request for 
resources ((column 9 lines 47-61 ). Using credentials is well-known in the art to provide 
authentication and repudiation of users. Using credentials is well-known in the art to 
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provide authentication and repudiation of users. He states that the use of credentials 
would provide "actual user access to network resources and infornnation" (column 9 
lines 26-28). Furthermore, He states that this "prevents authenticated users from 
accessing network resources and information they are not supposed to and from 
abusing the right to access those they are allowed to" (column 9 lines 30-36). In the 
system of Slaughter (U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976), it would have been obvious to use a 
credential to insure that the user that is requesting network resources is authorized to 
do reserve such resources. 

8. Claims 13-14, 21,34,42,51,58, and 66 are rejected by claim 6 of the U.S. Patent 
6.917,976 in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 6 (U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976) is identical to the above claims in that it discloses 
"sending a lease cancel message in a data representation language," "said service 
receiving said lease cancel message" and "terminating the first granted lease period." 
However, the 6,917,976 patent does not teach the lease message including the 
credential and authenticating the credential. However, He teaches sending a credential 
with each request for resources (column 9 lines 47-61). Using credentials is well-known 
in the art to provide authentication and repudiation of users. Using credentials is well- 
known in the art to provide authentication and repudiation of users. He states that the 
use of credentials would provide "actual user access to network resources and 
information" (column 9 lines 26-28). Furthermore, He states that this "prevents 
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authenticated users from accessing network resources and information they are not 
supposed to and from abusing the right to access those they are allowed to" (column 9 
lines 30-36). In the system of Slaughter (U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976), It would have 
been obvious to use a credential to insure that the user that is requesting network 
resources is authorized to do reserve such resources. 

9. Claim 15 is rejected by claim 8 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 in view of He et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 15 is identical to claim 8 of the U.S. Patent 6,917,976). 

1 0. Claim 1 6 is rejected by claim 21 of U.S. Patent 6,91 7,976 in view of He et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 16 is identical to claim 21 of the U.S. Patent 6,917,976). 

1 1 . Claim 1 7 is rejected by claim 22 of U.S. Patent 6,91 7,976 in view of He et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 17 is identical to claim 22 of the U.S. Patent 6,917,976). 
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12. Claims 18. 35, 52, and 67 are rejected by claim 22-23 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 
in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 ). 

Claims 22-23 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 have all the identical limitations of claim 
18,35,52, and 67. 

13. Claims 19,and 26 are rejected by claim 1 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 in view of He 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6„088.451). 

Claim 19 provides the additional steps of obtaining a credential including "client sending 
to an authentication service information identifying the client" and "client receiving the 
credential." He discloses a "network element access server" which is used to validate 
the user credentials (column 13 lines 55-63). This network element access server 
provides the user credentials (ticket) to the users so that it can compare the credential 
information when a resource is requested. He states that the use of credentials would 
provide "actual user access to network resources and information" (column 9 lines 26- 
28). Furthermore, He states that this "prevents authenticated users from accessing 
network resources and information they are not supposed to and from abusing the right 
to access those they are allowed to" (column 9 lines 30-36). In the system of Slaughter 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976), it would have been obvious to use a credential to insure 
that the user that is requesting network resources is authorized to do reserve such 
resources. 
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14. Claims 20, and 27 are rejected by claim 1 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 in view of He 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6.088.451). 

Claim 20 recites the additional limitations not claim in claim 1 of 6,917,976 concerned 
with examining the credential including "sending to said authentication service said 
credential included in said service request message" and "receiving from the 
authentication service indication if the credential is authentic." He discloses a "network 
element access server" which is used to validate the user credentials (column 13 lines 
55-63). This network element access server provides the user credentials (ticket) to the 
users so that it can compare the credential information when a resource is requested. 
He states that the use of credentials would provide "actual user access to network 
resources and information" (column 9 lines 26-28). Furthermore, He states that this 
"prevents authenticated users from accessing network resources and information they 
are not supposed to and from abusing the right to access those they are allowed to" 
(column 9 lines 30-36). In the system of Slaughter (U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976), it would 
have been obvious to use a credential to insure that the user that is requesting network 
resources is authorized to do reserve such resources. 

15. Claims 22, 30, 43, and 59 are rejected by claim 3 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 in 
view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 
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Claims 22,30,43, and 59 are identical to claim 3 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 in that claim 3 
comprises all the limitations of claim 3. 

16. Claims 23,36,44,53, 60 and 68 are rejected by claim 24 of U.S. Patent 6,91 7,976 
in view of He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 ). 

Claim 24 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 is identical to the claims 23,36,44,53,60, and 68 in 
that all claims state wherein "said data representation language is extensible Markup 
Language (XML). 

17. Claim 24 is rejected by claim 25 of U.S. Patent 6,91 7,976 in view of He et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 25 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 is identical to claim 24 of the application in that both 
disclose "wherein said first granted lease period is less than or equal to said first 
requested lease period." 

18. Claims 48 and 63 are rejected by claim 3 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 in view of He 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451). 

Claim 3 of U.S. Patent 6,917,976 is identical to the claims 48 and 63 of the present 
application as both disclose "a space service process", "a plurality of service 
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advertisements for enabling access by client devices to resources," and "wherein said 
space service obtains said first granted lease period from said service on behalf of the 
client." The claim 3 does not teach "examining said credential by the space device." He 
discloses a "network element access server" which is used to validate the user 
credentials (column 13 lines 55-63). This network element access server provides the 
user credentials (ticket) to the users so that it can compare the credential information 
when a resource is requested. He states that the use of credentials would provide 
"actual user access to network resources and information" (column 9 lines 26-28). 
Furthermore, He states that this "prevents authenticated users from accessing network 
resources and information they are not supposed to and from abusing the right to 
access those they are allowed to" (column 9 lines 30-36). In the system of Slaughter 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,917,976), it would have been obvious to use a credential to insure 
that the user that is requesting network resources is authorized to do reserve such 
resources. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaveh Abrishamkar whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3786. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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07/21/2006 




